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ABSTPAC^ 

In order assess the effectiveness of the Survey of 
Peading Achievement Examination in placing freshmen into various 
levels of freshman English and in predicting scholastic achievement 
as measured by English grades and total grade point average (GPA) # a 
study vas made of 301 Los Angeles City College students chosen at 
ran-iom from the total population of 1#510 students who toolc the 
examination in fall 197*^. Becommenaations based on the examination 
placed students about equally in the three English levels, and the 
number of students vho actually enrolled in inglish the first year 
after taking the examination was approximately equal for each level. 
The significant but rathf^r low correlations of the examination with 
English grades and GPA in the higher two levels, the non*significant 
coirelation with grades in the remedial level indicate that the 
exa^uination is no* a jood predictor of English grades or of GPA. 
Also, there was no significant difference between students in tha 
recommended level "Snglish class and those in non-recommended classes 
in passing the course. Data are further evaluated by splitting the 
population according to age and sex of the students and course load. 
Complete study data are presented throughout the report in tabular 
and graphic form. (Author/^^HH) 
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"PERFORMANCE ON THE L.A.G.G. GUIDANCE 
EXAMINATION, FALL, 1974" 

F'JRPOSE OF THE STUDY 

Entering first time day stuJents are required to take the Guidance 
Ex.imln.ition. Be,;lnnlng Fall, 1974, the examination consisted of the 
Survey ot Reading Achievement, Advanced Form, grades 9-12. The purpose 
of thi^ study I3 to analyze performance on the Fall, 1974 examination 
and to Investigate its usefulness as a tool for recommending students to 
various English classes. A second objective is to investigate its use- 
fulness in predicting scholastic achievement. 
PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY 

The simple consisted of 301 students chosen at random from the total 
population of 1,510 students who took the entrance examination. 

Through the cooperation of the staff in the Admissions Office, permin- 
Ciit record cards were examined for the 301 students. In order to investi- 
gate the examinations uc^efulness and student characteristics, the follow- 
ing inforraition was recorded: mne, age, sex, the examination raw score, 
l^iiglish clnsses taken and grade received, units attempted, units completed, 
and grade point average. 

The Cuidance Examination is used to rocoimnend placement of students in 
one of throe Knf^lish class c.itegortes. ^;tudents who score between 1-38 
nve TccovmetydQd to Developmental Cotiimunicatlons. Students scoring between 
39-54 ire rocornmended to one o£ the English 60 courses. Students scot^in^^ 
or .ibove are recummended to fngllsh 1. 
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PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY (continued) 

Data on selected variables for the 301 students was analyzed for the 
total group and subgroups bh Indicated In the next section. Adjustments 
In sample sl?,c had to be made as Indicated In the findings. 

FINDINGS 

Of the 301 students In the sample, 6 were eliminated as thciy had com" 
pleted an English course prior to taking the Guidance Examination. Of the 
remaining 295 students, current placement recommendations placed 109 stu- 
dents (37.07^) In Developmaital Communications, 90 students (30.5%) In an 
English 60 course, and 96 students (32.5%) In English 1, Only 107 stu^ 
dents (4A.-f%) of enrolled studeots (not Including 9 students whose trans- 
crlpts we:*e unavailable) took an English class during the first year after 
taking th^i Guidance Examination. 

Xab:^ 1 Indicates percent and raw score, mean and standard deviation for 
selected groups. The percentages of female and male students are based on 
the total number of students enrolled at L.A.C.C. (N=250) , Percepts of other 
select<^d groups are based on N=24l, as nine students whose transcripts 
weren't available were excluded. Students Included In the "completed a class" 
group are those who coinpleted any course In either Fall, 1974 or Spring, 
1975. If a student enrolled, yet completed no work In either semester, he was 
included In the "completed no classes" group. Students completing less than 
6 units their first semester after taking the examination were assigned to 
the **lcss than 6 units" group. Table 2 presents correlation coefficients be- 
tween the (;uldance Examination raw score and selected variables, table 3 In- 
dlcates correlation between English grades per level and GPA. Table 4 Indl" 
catGS slgT)lflcancc of difference In exam^.natlon performance between selected 
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FINDINGS (conMnued) 

groups^ The relationship between completing or not completing a class and 
age level Is shown on Table 5 and Figure 1. Table 6 and Figure 2 Indicate 
the relationship between perfonnance on the Guidance Examination and age 
level. Performance statistics by English level and basis of placement In 
recommended oi: non-recommended class are presented In Table 7, Figure 3 
Is a graphic representation of grade distribution per English level. The 
relationship between placement In a reconniended or non^ recommended class Is 
shown In Table 8. Table 9 compares the number of students In recommended 
classes to be number of students In non^re commended classes. Figure 4 
graphically Illustrates the percentage of students per English level. 
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;J[AB_LE .1 - Performance on L.A.C.C. Guidance 
Sxamlnatlon, Fall, 1974 



Group 


No. 


t 


Raw 
Score Mean 


Raw 
Score 
Std. Dev. 


Total 


295* 


100.0 


48.3 


14.9 


Enrolled 
L.A.C.C. 










Not 
cnro iiCQ 








1? 7 


FeiTiale 
Enrolled 


130 




i7 9 


7.1 


Male 
Enrolled 




48.0 


1 . 0 


1 Q 

17 . J 


Completed 

c£ 

Class 






7 . 0 


1^ . D 


Completed 

no 
Classes 




97 fl 


i7 9 


9fl 3 


Completed 
Under 6 
Units 


26 


14.9 


48.2 


21.0 


Students 
in Dev. Com. 
F'74*Sp'75 


25-^ 


10.4 


29.6 


8.5 


Students 
in Engl. 60 
F'74,Sp'75 




16.6 


40>9 


9.5 


Students 
in Engl. 1 
F'74,Sp<75 


42^^^^ 


17.4 


64.0 


14.2 



6 students who took English prior to 
taking the examination were eliminated 

^'■^ 9 students whose transcripts were not 
available are not included 



Page 5. 



TABI£ 2 - Guidance Examination Correlatlone to 
Selected Variables 



Variable 


No. 


r 


Significance 
Level 


GPA 


140* 


.50 


.01 


GPA - Students 








Completing under 
6 units 


36 


.20 


NS 


Grades - Dev. Com. 








1st Semester 


13 


.22 


NS 


2nd Semester 


6 


.31 


NS 


Total 


19** 


.29 


NS 


Grades - Engl. 60 








1st Semester 


23 


-.06 


NS 


2nd Semester 


10 


.61 


.05 


Total 


33** 


,13 


NS 


Grades - Engl. 1 








1st Semester 


7.0 


.59 


.01 


2nd Semester 


6 


-.05 


NS 


Total 


26** 


.49 


.05 



* Includes only students who completed 6 
or more units the first semester after 
taking the examination 

^ Does not Include 29 students who withdrew 
from English class 
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YABLE 3 - Correlation of English Grade 
to CPA 



English 
Level 


No. 


% 


r 


Significance 
Level 


Deve lopmental 
Conmunicat ions 


18* 


24.3 


.42 


NS 


English 
60 


31* 


41.9 


.52 


.01 


English 
1 


25* 


33.8 


.56 


.01 


TOTAL 


74* 


100.0 







* Those who took less than 6 units or who withdrew 
from English class are not included 



YABLE 4 - Significance of Difference Between Selected 
Group Examination Performance 



Group 


N** 


t 


Significance 
Level 


Enrolled 
females (F) 
to males (M) 


F - 130 
M - 120 


-2.0 


NS 


Unen rolled 
Students (U) 
to enrolled 
(E) 


U - 45 
E - 250 


2.1 


.05 


Students com- 
pleting class 
(C) to those 
who didn't 

COC) 


C - 176 
DC - 65 


-.89 


NS 



Not included are 9 students whose transcripts 
were not available 
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TABLE 5 ' Relationship of Class Completion to 

Age Level 



Arc 


A Class 
Completed 


No Class 
Completed 


Total 


17- 


15 


5 


20 


18 


58 


14 


72 


19 


26 


12 


38 


20 


14 


5 


19 


21-30 


42 


20 


62 


3a^ 


21 


9 


30 


TOTAL 


176 


65 


241 



MS 



TABLE 6 - Guidance Examination Performance by 

Age Level 



Age 


1-38 


39 - 54 


55+ 


Total 


17- 


7 


7 


5 


19 


18 


27 


28 


22 


77 


19 


12 


11 


17 


40 


20 


8 


6 


5 


19 


21-30 


20 


20 


24 


64 


30+ 


14 


8 


9 


31 


TOTAL 


88 


80 


82 


250 



df = 10 

NS 



80 - 
70 - 
60 H 
50 -. 
40 . 
30 . 
20 _ 
10 „ 



FTC U1<f; 1 - Fercentace of Ctudents Co>nplcting a Class or 
No Classes by Af,c lovel 
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I 



I 



17- 



18 



19 



20 



21-30 



30+ 



□ 



Coniploted 
Class 



Corapleted 
no Classes 



Figuro 2 - Guidance Examination Performance by Age Level 
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TABLE 7 - Class Performance on Basis of Placement 
In Recommended or Non^reconsnended class 



A 


English ] 




English 60 


uevelopmentai 
Cotnnrunlcatlons 


RC* 


NRC** 




RC* 


NRC ** 


% 


RC* 


NRC** 


7. 






9.5 


1 




2.5 


5 


1 


! 

24.0 


B 


5 


1 


14.3 


10 


3 


32.5 


9 




36.0 


C 


12 


1 


31.0 


10 


4 


35.0 


3 




12.0 


D 


2 


1 


7.1 


2 


2 


10.0 


1 




4.0 


F 








1 




2.5 








withdrew 

In- J 11 
complete 


5 


38.1 


5 


2 


17.5 


6 




24.0 


Total 


34 


8 


100.0 


29 


11 


100.0 


24 


i 


100.0 


% 
In 
RC 


81.0 






72.5 






96.0 






% 
In 
NRC 




19.0 






37.5 






4.0 




Overall 
Total 


42*** (39.37.) 


40*^ 


^ (37.4'/i) 




25*** (23.47.) 



^ RC Is an abbreviation for recommended English class on basis 
of the Guidance Examination scores 



^ NRC Is an abbreviation for non -re contended English class on 
the basis of the Guidance Examination 

Students who withdrew from all classes are not Included 
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TABI£ 8 - Significance of Difference Between Groups 
on Basis of Class t^erformance and Class Placement. 





Students In 
Recommended 
Class 


Students not 
In Reconmended 
Class 


Total 


Completed 
Course with 
D or better 


64 


13 


77 


Incomplete 
or 
F 


23 


7 


30 


TOTAL 


87 

i 


20 


107 



.59 

df = 1 

NS 



TABI£ 9 - Number of Students In Recommended Class 
to Number of Students In Non- recommended class 



RECOMMENDED CLASS PLACEMENT 



ACTUAL 

CLASS 

PUCEMENT 



Development 
Communications 

English 
60 

English 
1 



Dev. Comm. 


Enfillsh 60 


English 1 


24 




1 


11 


29 




. 2 


6 


34 
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40 



30 



20 - 



10 



A T B C D F 



Developmental 
Communications 



n 



B^C D F 
X 

f 

-i 

English 60 



W 



A B -fvC D F W 
T 

English 1 



50 



r i G UR E; _4 - Percentage of Students Enrolled In 
English and Percentage Enrolled per 
English Level* 



40 



30 



20 



10 



11 : 



1 



IJnrol led 

In 
English 



1 



Enj:!. 60 Engl. 1 

f 

1 i 



* Shaded area Indicates percentages of students In non-recojntnend^d 
English class 
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DISCUSSION 

This study roports on porformance of groups of students taking the 
Survey of Reading Achievement as the fjuldance Examination In Fall, 1974, 
and Investigates the usefulness of the Instrument In predicting English 
grades and total CPA. The sample consisted of 301 students drawn at random 
from the 1|510 students who took the examlnatlont 

Current recommendations based upon the examination would place students 
about equally In the three English levels, and the number of students who 
actually enrolled in English the first year after taking the examination Is 
approximately equal for each level. This Is probably because most students 
onroll in the recommended English class (81.37). Of the students wiio do not 
.register for the recommended class, all but 1 (see Table 9) placed himself 
in a higher level. This would indicate that the students felt they were cap- 
able of work beyond what the examination suggested. The significant but 
rather low correlations of the examination with grades in English 1 (semester 
1 and combination of semester 1 and 2), with gr::Jes in English 60 (semester 2) , 
and non-sijt^ificant correlation with Developmental Communications grades indi- 
crttc that the examination is not a good predictor of English grades. Also, 
there is no significant difference between students who are in the recommended 
KniTlifih class and those who are in a non-recommended class in passing the 
course. Therefore, the examination's usefulness as a tool for recommending a 
certain English class to students is questionable* The findings also suggest 
a correlation bctvecn grades in nnglish 1 and English 60 classes and CPA. 
However* the correlation is not high, indicating only limited predict;.^bllity 
of total CPA from these En^^lish grades. T>;ere is no significant relationship 
hetweem i^radtis In Developmental Communications and CPA, indicatinj; no ability 
to predict CPA from those >];radcs. 
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DISCUSSION (continued) 

ApproKlmately equal number of females £:nd males took the examination 
and the perfomunce >f the two groupe does not dlffci" significantly. Mor 
does age appear to be a *,cttt-or In performance on the examination. 

Of those who took the examination, most enrolled at L.A.C.C. (84.77.) 
and most of those students completed 6 or more units (79. 6Z). The £lnd- 
liij^s Indicate that those who didn't enroll scored significantly lower on 
the exanlnatlon than those who did. Possibly these people did not enroll 
0" as they felt unsure of their ability to handle college work. The findings 
do indicate tkit the examination correlates positively, though not highly, 
vith rotal CPA if a student completes 6 or more units. As the correlation 
Is not high, the usefulness of the examination for predicting academic 
achievement is questionable. 

Of the students who did enroll, ZTl withdrew from all classes; however, 
there is no correlation of examination scores with withdrawal, this Indl- 
r.ites, perhaps, that something other than scholaiJtlc ability is the cause of 
students' withdrawing from school. There Is also no apparent significant 
relationship between age or sex with withdrawal from all classes. Bctvjeen 
about 20? to 307 of each age group reported did withdraw^ It should be noted 
that while i^he year olds and the 18 year olds comprise the biggest 

portion ot the withdrawing students, this I'esults £rom the high proportion 
OL those age ^^roups In the isamplc who enrolled. 

The overall results of thin study suggest that the Survey of Readini,; 
Achievement" Is not a good tool in either recomendlng lEn^^llsh clasi;es tQ 
students or prodictii^j.^ accnJcmic success. Therefore, Its usefulness a 
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DTSGUSSIOm (continued'! 

Guidance E^camlnatlou to fulfill these purposes would appear to be limited, 
t^erhaps these findings would be different If a larger eample, or the total 
population, or those who tool< the examination was investigated. It is de- 
sirable that this be done. If the results are consistent with those of this 
«tudy, another instrument which would better accomplish the above mentioned 
unctions should be investigated. 



